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agency and those other agencies tasked
to assist them.

Chief Gloria Chavez leads her force
along the El Paso Sector with incred-
ible tenacity, courage, compassion, and
great energy. The team of agents under
her command are doing an excellent
job in a nearly impossible situation.
These terrific people are overwhelmed
because of the dangerous and inhumane
policies now coming from Washington.
I am grateful to Chief Chavez and her
team for their insights.

Human trafficking is a nonpartisan
issue. We must come together to stop
it. We must finish the border wall, im-
prove barrier technology around the
wall, and we must reform this disas-
trous immigration policy.

——
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HONORING THE LIFE OF DENNIS
CAPRARA

(Mr. PANETTA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PANETTA. Madam Speaker, the
Salad Bowl of the world lost a key in-
gredient this week with the sudden
passing of Dennis Caprara. In his 74
years, Dennis contributed so much to
our leading industry of agriculture and
our fundamental identity in the Sali-
nas Valley.

A true local boy, Dennis grew up in
Gonzales, grew fond of farming, and
grew to appreciate the hard work and
sound judgment necessary to succeed
in agriculture.

Starting RC Farms and RC Packing,
Dennis and his family became the defi-
nition of what it means to be a success-
ful family farm.

But Dennis was not just a farmer, he
was a leader; chairman of the Grower-
Shipper Association, director of the Sa-
linas Valley River Coalition, and a dis-
tinguished fellow at a local college.

Dennis also gave back to the commu-
nity that gave him so much; as a mem-
ber of the Swiss Rifle Club, and always
attending the local livestock auctions
where he and his wife, Janice, were ac-
tive bidders, supporting the kids of 4H
and FFA.

Dennis was a friend and a mentor to
many, including myself. And although
he often fondly called me a donkey, not
necessarily referring to my political
party, he offered so much more to
those who knew him, who worked with
him, who listened to him, and who
loved him.

Madam Speaker, today we mourn the
loss of Dennis Caprara. But because of
Dennis, every day we realize that the
Salad Bowl of life tastes so good, not
just because of its products, but also
because of its people.

———

HONORING THE SERVICE OF LA
HABRA CHIEF OF POLICE JERRY
PRICE

(Mrs. KIM of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)
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Mrs. KIM of California. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to offer some
words of appreciation to someone in
my 39th Congressional District in Cali-
fornia who deserves special Congres-
sional recognition.

For 30 years, La Habra Chief of Po-
lice Jerry Price has unselfishly served
and protected our community in the La
Habra Police Department.

Chief Price joined the La Habra Po-
lice Department in 1991 and quickly
rose through the ranks across multiple
bureaus, most recently serving as chief
of police for the past 8 years.

Chief Price always set an example for
other officers and the community, al-
ways having a positive attitude and
serving with pride. He also has actively
mentored and prepared others for suc-
cess in law enforcement.

It is because of these admirable
qualities that Chief Price has earned
many awards and accolades, not only
from the La Habra community, but
also from other outside law enforce-
ment agencies.

I thank Chief Jerry Price for his 30
years of service and the past 8 years as
chief of police, and I offer my sincere
congratulations on his retirement.

———

HONORING THE SERVICE OF MRS.
FRANCES PERCIVAL

(Mrs. BICE of Oklahoma asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. BICE of Oklahoma. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to honor the work
of Mrs. Frances Percival, who has dedi-
cated 63 years of her life to the stu-
dents of Millwood School District.

Mrs. Percival began her service in
1958 as a volunteer with the Millwood
School District, and then served in the
Parent Teacher Association for several
years. She was affectionately known as
“Mrs. P’ and a ‘‘homeroom mother’’.

Fifty-one years ago, Mrs. P made the
decision to run for the school board
and was successful. In her five decades
on the board, she was the recipient of
many awards, including the National
School Boards Association Award for
Distinguished Service.

In addition to being a strong leader,
Mrs. Percival said her mission was to
teach Millwood students to appreciate
life and show respect for humanity.

Madam Speaker, we should let Mrs.
Percival’s story be an inspiration for
us all to focus on improving the lives of
our children, our communities, and our

schools.
Individuals like Mrs. Percival hold
together schools and communities

across this Nation. I thank Mrs. P for
her years of service, and I wish her the
best in her well-deserved retirement.
———
ISSUES OF THE DAY
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. JA-
coBs of California.) Under the Speak-

er’s announced policy of January 4,
2021, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
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GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, 1
saw one study that indicated that
these masks are very helpful; that, by
wearing a mask, you have two-tenths
of 1 percent less chance of getting
COVID. So hurray for that two-tenths
of 1 percent, especially for those of us
who have had it or have had vaccina-
tions. But I look forward to getting our
freedom back at some point.

But you can’t have a free society if
the media is dishonest. When the
Founders fought for the right to have
free media, they anticipated that there
should always be a majority of the
media who would be willing to expose
media who were dishonest.

But we are living in a dangerous
time, when what used to be called the
mainstream media is anything but
honest; and that was played out before
our very eyes and ears as Project
Veritas had a CNN—well, as this arti-
cle says—a CNN head, but he had lead-
ership, and he admitted quite a great
deal about the abuses of CNN, the
manipulativeness of CNN.

This article from The Epoch Times—
which, by the way, is under fire from
the Chinese Communist Party, so since
this administration seems to side with
the Chinese Communist Party a great
deal, they may be coming after The
Epoch Times the way the Chinese Com-
munist Party is. But we will wait and
see if that happens.

But this story, dated April 14, says a
CNN head has personally intervened to
order the cable network staff to display
the number of people who have died
from COVID-19 in the broadcast, ac-
cording to a CNN technical director
who was caught on hidden camera
making the comments. The goal was to
boost ratings, the director said, ex-
plaining fear really drives numbers and
is the thing that keeps you tuned in.

That is rather tragic.

A former segregationist President,
Democrat, named Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt, had said, quite eloquently: ‘“The
only thing we have to fear is fear
itself.” And he was right that that
should be a big concern.

But what we are hearing from the un-
dercover tape is that CNN sees fear as
the best way to increase ratings.

So another article from The Gateway
Pundit: “CNN director caught on hid-
den camera saying the network is ‘try-
ing to help’ BLM by only pushing sto-
ries that implicate White people.”

Well, that is unfortunate. What that
shows is that CNN doesn’t mind being
racist. It is very unfortunate that we
would stir up that kind of animosity;
have a major news network, or what
used to be a major news network, CNN,
pushing racist divides.

Madam Speaker, I have been joined
by a friend—hopefully, she doesn’t
mind me calling her a friend because
that is the way I see her—from New
York, an extraordinary Member of Con-
gress. I am thrilled she is back.

I yield to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. TENNEY).
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Ms. TENNEY. Madam Speaker, I ap-
preciate the gentleman yielding.

I just wanted a moment to take the
opportunity to share something that I
launched this week with Representa-
tive GARCIA from California, and that
is the Election Integrity Caucus.

In that caucus, our mission is to
make sure that we have and preserve
integrity in our election process, and
that we have people understand just
how important the right to vote is and
why it is such a sacred act and a cor-
nerstone of our constitutional Republic
and the democratic principles that we
hold dear.

A lot of people don’t realize how im-
portant their right to vote is, and we
just want to make sure that people un-
derstand that. We don’t want it to be
undermined.

We think that the Speaker’s signa-
ture legislation, H.R. 1, undermines the
integrity of the right to vote. We think
every person who has a legal right to
vote should vote in every election, but
just once, not multiple times.

One of the things I wanted to men-
tion because I just have a few minutes
here, is that we would love to have all
the Members join the caucus. Obvi-
ously, we would love to have a bipar-
tisan caucus, but I am reaching out to
everyone across the Nation to support
our efforts to try to bring integrity to
our election process and to understand
how sacred the right to vote is.

I think it is really great that MIKE
GARCIA, the Representative from Cali-
fornia, who won by 333 votes, is joining
me. I won by 109 votes in upstate New
York in one of the longest election cy-
cles in the Nation and did not even get
sworn in until February 11.

So we just wanted to make sure ev-
eryone understands that we want to ex-
pand the number of people that vote.
You know, you hear all the time that
the Republicans want to suppress the
vote. Nothing could be further from the
truth.

We know so many great Americans
through our Nation’s history that have
lost life and limb for this sacred right
to vote privately, and we want those
people to exercise that right and feel
that their vote actually counts.

I think one thing that my race and
Representative GARCIA’s—also our col-
league, MARIANNETTE MILLER-MEEKS,
who recently was confirmed the winner
again in Iowa’s Second District—shows
is that every vote does count. And it
should be something that people joy-
fully do, is to exercise that right to
vote because I think a lot of people
don’t realize, we have a self-governing
constitutional Republic; it is by and
for the people.

I think one of the enduring themes,
one of the reasons I love our former
President Lincoln was that he used to
talk about: Can we save the Republic?
Can we be self-governing? And we want
to be sure that we preserve all of that
and how great this country is by actu-
ally forming this Election Integrity
Caucus to travel around the country
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and encourage people to register to
vote, and to vote.

And I will add, I just visited the bor-
der. And we have a great community of
refugees where my district is up in New
York’s 22nd District, and I can’t tell
you how excited so many of these peo-
ple are when they finally get to be citi-
zens, and when they have a chance to
vote, and when they have a chance to
vote privately without somebody look-
ing over their shoulder or knowing how
they voted.

We just want to make that act sa-
cred, and we want to make everyone
aware that they have the opportunity
to vote, and their vote is secure, and no
one is going to take their vote or dilute
their vote. We need to make sure that
we preserve the integrity of our voter
rolls.

It is interesting; I come from New
York, and people think of New York as
being this liberal bastion, which it is.
But Article II of New York’s Constitu-
tion talks about the right of suffrage.

In my own district, the first women
to vote in New York State voted in
Lisle, New York, in my district of New
York. So we know how sacred that
right is for women to have the right to
vote. Susan B. Anthony and Elizabeth
Cady Stanton all hailed from New York
State, so we have a great tradition of
voting, and we want to lead the way to-
ward that.

I know that we would love to have
the gentleman join if he is interested
in joining our caucus.

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, I
appreciate the gentlewoman’s efforts,
and I would be thrilled to join that
caucus. That is absolutely meritorious,
and it should be something that all of
us work to support together.

Yet, we get cast, as Republicans, as
wanting to limit the number of voters,
when actually, we want more voters;
but we need to have people vote le-
gally, not multiple times, not voting
after you no longer have a pulse, but
voting as citizens. So I am thrilled. I
yield to the gentlewoman from New
York.

Ms. TENNEY. And we have many
safeguards in place to reserve that
right to vote, but also to encourage
people to go out and realize that their
vote does count. And wouldn’t it be
great if every legal citizen voted in
every election? That would be a true
self-governing Republic that we all as-
pire to maintain and preserve.

Once again, I cannot emphasize
enough, we urge everyone to join the
caucus, including our Democratic
friends. I think they would like what
we are going to be standing for. We are
going to be preserving and protecting
the votes in all districts across the en-
tire Nation, and I think it is going to
be an exciting initiative.

I thank the gentleman for being will-
ing to join. I know my time is limited
today, but I wanted to take advantage
of this. And I want to also thank the
gentleman for taking this opportunity
to be in this amazing place.
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It is an honor to be elected to this
great body, with so many good Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle, and to
be able to do the business here for the
people of our country in such a tough

time, in so many ways, as we are
emerging, hopefully, from the pan-
demic.

I am grateful that you take this time
and talk about the news and events of
the day that may sometimes get
missed in the mainstream media. I am
grateful to you, and I want to wish you
the best and everyone a great weekend.

Let’s talk about election integrity.

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, it
brings to mind being in Iraq back in
2005. Iraq had just had its first true fair
election, and people stood in line for
hours and hours.

In talking to a police chief, he point-
ed out one place where there was a
very long line. We knew that radical
Islamists were going to try to disrupt
the election. There was a suicide bomb-
er who was found in the line, and a po-
liceman grabbed him, threw himself on
top of the suicide bomber. The bomb
was set off, and the policeman and the
radical Islamist were both killed.

I said: Wow. Did the voters come
back?

He looked a little surprised and said:
They never left the line. They knew if
they got out of the line and did not
vote, that the policeman would have
given his life for nothing. They wanted
the policeman’s life to count, and they
were not going to be intimidated by a
suicide bomber trying to prevent them
from voting, so they stayed in line to
vote.

Too many Americans have come to
think of voting as too onerous, that
they don’t really have time to do it,
that it doesn’t really matter, when, ac-
tually, as we hear and find over and
over, elections do have consequences.

It is important that if you are legally
allowed to vote, you should vote. It is
unfortunate that there is a push to
have people who don’t understand—
they are not citizens. They haven’t
been educated yet to understand what
it takes to preserve a republic, which
has allowed us to drift toward a more
Orwellian-style government, a totali-
tarian, more socialist government.

Yes, you have to have a totalitarian
government in order for socialism to
succeed. Khrushchev finally came to
grips with that. True communism is
where everybody shares and shares
alike, and there is no government.

I remember doing a report in college
about a commission that Khrushchev
set up to figure out a plan to move to
where there was no government and
just pure communism, pure sharing.
Ultimately, they disbanded the com-
mission because they realized there is
no way to have no totalitarian govern-
ment.

If you are going to have communism
or socialism, the government has to be
big, powerful, and totalitarian enough
to take from those who earn and give
to those who don’t.
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Anyway, elections are important.
The next national election, of course,
will be in 2022. That is something we
need to be working toward making sure
is fair. But it is difficult when you have
entities like CNN that are more inter-
ested in ratings, scaring people, and
supporting the Democratic Party than
they are in reporting the news. It real-
ly makes it difficult to have free and
fair elections when people are being de-
ceived.

It was also interesting that since
James O’Keefe, who founded Project
Veritas, getting the truth out, he had
the video of a leader at CNN exposing
exactly what CNN was about: helping
the Democratic Party and scaring
Americans.

Twitter, being part of the high-tech
oligarchy, has banned Project Veritas.
O’Keefe, the founder, was first banned,
and then, later, it was indicated he was
banned permanently for violating the
Twitter rules on platform manipula-
tion and spam.

So, according to Twitter, if you ex-
pose the truth about somebody or some
entity that Twitter is figuratively in
bed with, then Twitter will ban you be-
cause they don’t want the truth out
there. They don’t want the truth about
Americans being manipulated by enti-
ties like CNN, Twitter, Facebook, or
Google. They don’t want the American
people finding that out, so they will
ban you.

When any entity is powerful enough
that it can prevent people from, say,
learning about the Vice President’s
family member, who may have engaged
in an impropriety, or from finding out
that, actually, when the current Presi-
dent, at that time a candidate for
President, was saying that Russia was
paying bounties to kill American sol-
diers, which people promoting the
story, at least some of them, knew was
not true, knew was not likely true,
that they want that falsity out there.
They want to hurt a candidate with
false news.

I don’t know what the Supreme Court
will end up doing, but the Sullivan case
is there, requiring malice to be shown
by a public figure in order to prevail in
a lawsuit. But it ought to be clear, es-
pecially with things like this video ex-
posing that CNN is out to destroy
MATT GAETZ, out to deceive the Amer-
ican public, out to fearmonger to in-
crease ratings even though it hurts
America. They don’t care. It is okay, in
CNN'’s leadership mind, to harm Amer-
ica if it helps their ratings.

We have seen the same thing from
Major League Baseball and some inter-
national corporations. They are okay
with doing business with the Chinese
Communist Party and benefiting them,
helping them, making money for them,
if it makes money for the corporation
or the sport, even though it is greatly
to the detriment of millions or, in the
case of the Chinese Communist Party,
hundreds of millions or a billion peo-
ple.

It is okay, in the minds of some of
these people. It is okay to be totally
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hypocritical and hurt Black-owned
businesses in Atlanta, where they are
so prevalent, and move the All-Star
Game to a place that is substantially
White if it makes you appear woke,
even though you are hurting African-
American businesses and helping White
businesses.

It is okay to help the Chinese Com-
munist Party, which is trying to de-
stroy America. They are trying to get
to a place where the American econ-
omy could collapse, and China would
survive that economically. If they get
to that place, then you will see them
taking additional actions, rather pro-
foundly, to bring down our economy
and leave them remaining as the only,
at that point, superpower.

We have to be more wise than we
have been. We need to call out corpora-
tions or entities in the United States
that are out to help the enemies of the
United States and stir up divisiveness
within the United States if they think
it creates a profit.

We are seeing that with CNN. We are
seeing that with Major League Base-
ball. It is just a sad time in America.

This article from Epoch Times says:
“Twitter pointed to a section in the
company’s rules, which states: ‘You
can’t mislead others on Twitter by op-
erating fake accounts,” and ‘you can’t
artificially amplify or disrupt con-
versations through the use of multiple
accounts.’”

Well, Twitter really has to stretch in
order to come up with a basis for ban-
ning someone who is promoting truth
and is exposing truth that CNN did not
want exposed and, obviously, Twitter
did not want exposed.

This is a story by Allum Bokhari,
“Twitter Permanently Blacklists
James O’Keefe After CNN Expose.”
This article also mentions: ‘“In the
first video, Chester admits that CNN’s
negative coverage of unproven allega-
tions against Representative MATT
GAETZ is ‘propaganda’ because GAETZ is
a ‘problem for the Democrats.’”’

Yes, I am told, he is nice-looking. I
don’t see it, but I am told he is nice-
looking. He comes across well. I do
hear that. I see him come across well.
He is quite smart, quite clever, and in-
sightful.

The CNN leader says: “‘It would be
great for the Democratic Party to get
him out. So we are going to keep run-
ning those stories to keep hurting
him.”

“In further undercover footage post-
ed today, Chester can be heard admit-
ting that CNN is unlikely to give a
great deal of attention to the race of a
mass shooter in its coverage if they
‘aren’t White.””’

‘“‘Chester also admits that ‘a bunch of
Black men’ have been responsible for
recent violent attacks against Asian
Americans and that this is a problem
because ‘the optics of that are not
good’” and CNN is ‘trying to help
BLM.””

BLM, let’s be fair, they are trying to
establish socialism and get rid of the

April 16, 2021

constitutional government we have and
move to a more Orwellian, socialist
type of government.

““This is pure censorship for political
reasons because he has successfully ex-
posed CNN,” talking about Twitter
banning O’Keefe. That is a comment
from Robby Starbuck on Twitter.

My friend MATT GAETZ says:
““O’Keefe exposes CNN for lying about
me and Donald Trump for propaganda.
Then Twitter suspends him.”’

Conservative commentator John
Cardillo says: ‘“‘If the left weren’t terri-
fied, they wouldn’t be banning people.”
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So, anyway, it is rather tragic that
Twitter has joined in to become a part
of, figuratively, the ministry of truth
that Orwell talked about in his novel
€1984.”” 1 mean, Orwell was apparently
in a great deal of pain, dying of cancer,
had been through brutal cancer treat-
ments. Some think that is where he
came up with the idea of some of the
torture that was utilized by the min-
istry of love, which would arrest people
with whom they disagreed and would
torture them for hours, days, weeks,
months, or many years, whatever was
necessary to finally get them to change
their story.

But the ministry of truth were the
ones that were constantly rewriting
history to serve the interests of this
totalitarian government, and that ap-
pears to be exactly what we are begin-
ning to see from many in our own
media in the United States.

I was struck the summer that I was
an exchange student to the Soviet
Union, how Pravda always—it was like
the ministry of truth that Orwell wrote
about. They would change any story in
order to make the Soviet Government
the prime player, the prime interested
party. They would lie about anything.

In the summer of 1973, I was in-
trigued by what they were saying
about this Watergate thing, that that
was clearly stirred up by the Demo-
crats against Richard Nixon because
Nixon had had the courage to be the
first U.S. President to go to the Soviet
Union and to reach out to create a via-
ble relationship with the Soviet Union.
So the Democrats were totally manu-
facturing Watergate just because Nixon
had dared to be friendly toward the So-
viet Union.

Well, we know that was not the case,
but that is the way the Soviet Union
would use the media, Pravda, to lie
about what was going on to make them
the central players in everything.

Obviously, Watergate was real. There
was a manipulation of the law. If you
listen to some of the tapes or read
some of the transcripts of the Nixon
tapes, you are struck by the inconsist-
ency and the ability of a President of
the United States to be two-faced in
talking to different people and the ma-
nipulative approach to being President.

So, hopefully, the truth will all come
out. Apparently, unless Twitter and
CNN change their approach to news,
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the truth will not come from Twitter,
will not come from CNN. But, hope-
fully, emerging news sources will take
the place of the once great CNN, unless
CNN begins to report more truthfully.
That would be a welcome change.

And we can all hold onto that hope
that springs eternal in the human
breast, that maybe someday somebody
will take over at CNN that will see
CNN’s viewership surge because they
have decided finally to be going after
real news and truth instead of manipu-
lating things for the Democratic Na-
tional Committee or an entity like
Black Lives Matter.

Of course, they matter. But that is
not what BLM is about. They are about
moving America toward socialism.
They are about destroying the nuclear
family, which the War on Poverty
helped do for Black families, and now
it is all families. We have seen that
happen, and Thomas Sowell and
Candace Owens have both covered that
very effectively in their recent books.

This article from Joel Pollak, April
16: ‘‘Patrisse Cullors, a co-founder of
Black Lives Matter, told interviewer
Marc Lamont Hill on Thursday that
there is no contradiction between her
radical left-wing politics and owning
four homes because she is providing for
extended family.

“In the interview on ‘Black News To-
night,” Hill asked Cullors, also known
as Khan-Cullors after spouse Janaya
Khan, about the truth of reports that
she had bought four homes since 2016—
including a $1.4 million compound in
the remote Topanga Canyon neighbor-
hood of LL.A. and a vacation home with
an airplane hangar in Georgia—and
that she and her spouse had considered
buying exclusive property in the Baha-
mas also.

“The reports prompted criticism
from within the Black Lives Matter
movement’’—and I would hope that it
would—‘‘and questions about her
source of funds.

‘“‘She replied that ‘never taken a sal-
ary from Black Lives Matter Global
Network Foundation,” and that she had
other sources of income from her work
as a college professor, as a TV pro-
ducer, an author, and a YouTube con-
tent creator.

“In a statement, the Black Lives
Matter Global Network Foundation
said she had not received any com-
pensation from the group since 2019,
though she had received $120,000 from
the group since 2013 for performing spe-
cific duties.

““She added: ‘Organizers should get
paid for the work that they do.””

But, now, having spent a summer in
the Soviet Union, I know how social-
ism is supposed to go, and there were
Soviet friends that were somewhat dis-
enfranchised with the Socialist way of
doing things. They said, yeah, we all
receive about the same amount of
money, but those who have leadership
positions or political power, they get
to buy things the rest of us don’t buy.
We have all got about the same money

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

to spend, but we don’t have access to
the things that they do.

So in a true Socialist country, people
that want power, if you have a shoe
store, then we saw it back then, they
would take the best shoes and save
them for people in political positions of
power. So when those power brokers
come in, then they get to pick from the
best shoes while all the rest are told,
well, you either take these or you don’t
get any; there just are no others.

If you were a power broker, yeah, you
had about the same amount to spend as
everybody else. But everybody else was
told there is no toilet paper, whereas
the power brokers would be taken to
the back and allowed to buy toilet
paper. Those were the days, and that is
normally the way it works.

On one occasion I was surprised be-
cause a cleaning lady appeared that she
was going to be running and telling on
this Soviet citizen.

And I said: Why would she go tell on
you?

And he said: Look, in your country,
you can get ahead by working harder
and making more money. In our coun-
try, we all make about the same. So
the only way you can get ahead is if
you step on other people. So, yes, she
will go tell on me, and she will go up a
little bit in power because that is how
you get ahead here in the Soviet
Union. You step on other people, and
that elevates you.

So that is where some are wanting to
take the United States, where every-
body is getting about the same amount
of money, except that, apparently, we
have leaders like this in the BLM
movement who think—and she said she
is ‘“‘a trained Marxist’—‘‘and your
lived practice.”

Those are her words. But she is not—
well, she says: “The way that I live my
life is a direct support to Black people,
including my Black family members,
first and foremost. . . . I see my money
as not my own. I see it as my family’s
money as well.”

But a true Socialist would not say
that because a true Socialist says ev-
erybody shares and shares alike, from
those according to their ability to
those according to their needs. So your
family can’t be foremost if you are a
true Socialist. So there is some confu-
sion here on what is true socialism,
and Ms. Cullors does not have that
down very well.

According to the article, she is buy-
ing a $1.4 million compound in an ex-
clusive part of Los Angeles and a vaca-
tion home with an airplane hangar in
Georgia.

No, no, no, that is not supposed to
happen. If you are a true Socialist, you
share and share alike. You may think
you have earned all this money, as she
said she had, doing all these different
things, but a true Socialist would say:
No, but we are going to share that with
everybody.

Apparently she would appropriately
think: I have all this additional ability
that others don’t have, so you should
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take my money away from me, from
those according to their ability, and
give it to those according to their
needs.

So she has got a ways to go before
she understands the socialism that she
is trying to force on the United States.

The article goes on to read: ‘“The
point of the criticisms, she said, was
‘to discredit me, but also to discredit
the movement.” She added: ‘We have to
stay focused on white supremacy.’”’

Yeah, don’t look behind the curtains
at the guy that is manipulating things,
as we saw in the ‘“Wizard of Oz.” No,
no, keep looking over here at what we
will call white supremacy.

Anyway, ‘‘She responded to claims
that Black Lives Matter should dis-
tribute funds to the Black community
by noting that while she was sympa-
thetic, the organization was not a
‘charity’ and was not the government.”

So she has got a ways to go before
she really understands the socialism
she is trying to force on everybody
else.

She says: ““‘Our target should be call-
ing on Congress to pass reparations.”

Well, she doesn’t understand that
true reparations in a Socialist society
would take from somebody that had
$1.4 million to spend on a home and
spread it out to everybody else. So she
could never own a $1.4 million home.
But, anyway, hopefully others will help
her and any other leaders with Black
Lives Matter who don’t understand
what they are trying to force on Amer-
ica, and we will see if that actually
happens.

Now, I heard our majority leader in
what some call a colloquy or soliloquy,
whatever you want to call it, talking
about compassion for those who are
foreigners. It strikes me, there are so
many people across America in the
lamestream media and even on this
floor who think it is compassionate to
lure people across miles, hundreds or
thousands of miles even, across horren-
dous terrain; have them pay drug car-
tels, which thoroughly oppress a coun-
try like Mexico; have as much, maybe,
as 25, 30 percent of young women raped,
we are told, often repeatedly on that
journey; have many girls subjected to a
life of sex trafficking in order to pay
back the money they owe to the drug
cartels. Others subjected to human
trafficking and drug trafficking in
order to pay back the money they owe
to the drug cartels. Creating a life as a
servant, as a bondsman to the drug car-
tels, where people have no hesitation
to cut off fingers, hands, arms, or heads
and put on pikes, like some honest po-
licemen have had happen, as a message
from the drug cartels that: You don’t
mess with us.

Somehow that is compassionate to
add to the billions of dollars the drug
cartels have to terrorize a country or
hemisphere. But if you really look
closely enough at this problem on our
southern border, you will find that is
not compassionate at all.
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The most compassionate, caring,
neighborly, Christian thing we could do
for the people of Mexico would be to se-
cure our southern border, cut the bil-
lions of dollars going to the drug car-
tels that they use to terrorize a con-
tinent, just cut that down to a trickle.
They may always make some, but you
can cut it to a trickle if we secure our
southern border.

And then Mexico, because of the in-
credible people in Mexico, some of the
hardest workers in the world and with
natural resources in excess of most of
the countries in the world—and actu-
ally a better location between the At-
lantic and Pacific; yes, we are between
the Atlantic and Pacific in the United
States, but it is closer across Mexico
from one ocean to the other. They are
in a prime location. They ought to be a
top economy in the world. And the
only thing that appears to be holding
them back, the one thing is the corrup-
tion from the drug cartels that has
greatly increased under this new ad-
ministration. It is a boon to the drug
cartels that President Biden is helping
their human trafficking business as he
is.

Now, he doesn’t look at it, I am sure,
as helping the drug cartels. He is look-
ing at it as helping the Democratic Na-
tional Committee down the road when
they can give amnesty and make them
voters, but that is so hurtful to Mex-
ico.

How about cutting the power of the
drug cartels and allowing Mexico to
keep its own citizens and central
American countries that are being de-
pleted of good, hardworking people,
letting them keep their citizens, get-
ting rid of the corruption. We are the
main source of the funding for the cor-
ruption south of our border.

Compassion would dictate that we
stop funding the corruption instead of
turning a blind eye to that corruption
that we are funding through the drugs,
sex trafficking, human trafficking, cut
that down to nothing or very little and
watch how our good neighbors will ex-
plode with a vibrant economy, not with
terrorism the drug cartels use.

CHIP ROY has a bill to name the two
main drug cartels as terrorist organiza-
tions, and I think that is exactly what
we should do. That would allow more
resources to go towards stopping the
terrorism and the corruption within
Mexico and within Central America.
That is what a good neighbor would do.
That is what real compassion is. Com-
passion is not luring people to situa-
tions that destroy their lives.

The indentured servitude that the
drug cartels subject these people to is
just unfathomable, and it is
unfathomable that educated people, in-
cluding here in Washington, D.C.,
would say, oh, yes, that is a good thing
that we lure people here, even though
they become indentured to the drug
cartels.

I have mentioned before, I have been
there all hours of the day and night,
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but especially at night because it is
easier to get drugs across—in the dark,
that is. So the drug cartels totally con-
trol who comes across, when they come
across, and in what numbers they come
across.

And as the Border Patrol, when they
are down there and they don’t have su-
pervisors watching over them every
moment, they will tell you, we know
when we have a big group come across
and we are all having to come together
to get them in process, that that is
when they are bringing in large
amounts of drugs or some high-value
customer perhaps from a Middle East-
ern country; a place like Yemen, where
two terrorists were picked up on the
terrorist watch list. But, of course, if
they are not going to be able to get
through customs because they are on
the terrorist watch list, well, for good-
ness’ sake, all they have to do is come
to Mexico. The drug cartels will charge
them extra money, somewhere north of
$35,000 or so, maybe much more than
that, but they make a lot of money if
somebody wants to come and is on the
terrorist watch list.

I was told down there, if you are
coming from China, you are probably
going to pay $35,000 or more; but some
of the Middle Easterners, they will pay
a lot more than that to avoid being de-
tected coming in.

So let’s be compassionate. Let’s
allow countries south of our border to
keep their citizens and grow a vibrant
economy where people won’t have to
come begging to the United States.
They will have their own vibrant econ-
omy, and they will be blessed immeas-
urably because of it.

A TRIBUTE TO FORMER SPEAKER BOEHNER

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, I do
want to say a special word of tribute. I
know our former Speaker Boehner has
been in the media recently, and I have
been asked about comments he has
made about some of us.

Speaker Boehner was an interesting
Speaker. I don’t know if he knows who
Machiavelli was, but he employed some
of those tactics. I remember July, I be-
lieve it was, of 2011, when he was push-
ing a big sequester deal. I got up at
conference and said—I haven’t seen it,
but I read that he apparently said that
I didn’t make sense. But I stood up at
conference. And I can understand
sometimes his mind was a little
clouded. I might not seem to make
sense, but I pointed out this sequester
deal is a mistake. It is a terrible mis-
take because you are going to cost bil-
lions of dollars for the military, to our
own defense. That is our own security.

I actually said in front of the whole
conference, when I was in high school,
a friend’s father was in a poker game,
and he thought he had a hand that no-
body could beat. He was out of money,
so he put his home on the table, and
somebody had a hand that beat him,
and he lost his home in a card game.
And I have known since that time that
you never gamble with your own secu-
rity, your family’s security, your coun-
try’s security.
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Speaker Boehner said: Louie, listen,
those sequesters will never happen.

And I said: Of course they are going
to happen.

And he said: No, because we have the
super committee that will reach an
agreement; because, if they don’t, cuts
to Medicare will happen.

I forget if it was $200 billion or $300
billion.

And I said: Of course there will be no
agreement, because ObamaCare cut
$716 billion from Medicare, from our
seniors’ coverage for healthcare. And
they did it without a single Republican
House vote. So the only way in 2012 the
Democrats will be able to run a com-
mercial that says Republicans cut
Medicare is for the Democrats to pre-
vent an agreement by the super com-
mittee. So the cuts will take place to
Medicare, and the defense and the
Democrats will get a twofer, I ex-
plained to Speaker Boehner. They will
be able to cut the defense, which they
have been wanting to do, and there will
be a cut to Medicare that they will
blame on Republicans’ unwillingness to
compromise.

As I recall, there were a couple of
Senators that even proposed a way to
raise fees that wouldn’t be called taxes,
and there was an article that said
Democrats thought that was going to
get a deal worked out. Then they met
with Democratic leaders and they had
to come back and say: You really made
a good-faith offer, but we are told there
won’t be a deal.

Well, I tried to explain that that is
what would be coming just as it hap-
pened, but as the Speaker has now ad-
mitted, I didn’t make sense to him be-
cause he had said those sequesters will
never happen. That was in July. Before
the end of the year, he had to come be-
fore the Republican conference and ex-
plain why the sequesters were going to
happen, but we are going try to mini-
mize the damage.

I also remember another summer
when there was a short, funds were
running out for a particular area of our
budget of our appropriations, and we
were going to have to do something be-
fore we went out on August break. I
asked my dear friend THOMAS MASSIE:
Have you talked to MCCONNELL? Are
we going to get a deal on this?

And he said: Yes, I was at breakfast
with him this morning, and he said he
and Boehner had an agreement, and we
are going to extend the funds for a cou-
ple of months, and they are going to
throw in some additional money to
help veterans. They have got it all
worked out.

So we are listening as Speaker Boeh-
ner gets up, and he says: ‘“You know,
what often happens is the Senate
passes something and leaves town and
they jam us, and then we have to pass
what the Senate passed. But here is
what we are going to do’’—he even put
his finger in the air—‘‘we are going to
pass a bill, and we are going to extend
this a couple months’—the funding—
“‘we are going put some money in there



April 16, 2021

for veterans, and then we are going to
pass it, and we are going to leave town,
and we are going to jam the Senate.”

And most of the House Republicans
jumped to their feet and were giving
him a standing ovation because the
Speaker just told us we were going to
jam the Senate, even though, according
to what Senator MCCONNELL told an-
other Kentuckian, he and Boehner had
a deal worked out. But it got Speaker
Boehner a standing ovation and big
loud cheers, not from my friend, Rep-
resentative MASSIE, and myself because
we knew what the truth was.

But, anyway, some people, I hear,
miss those days where he was Speaker
and did things like that, or totally
missed an opportunity on Cut, Cap, and
Balance Act. Speaker Boehner said
that could never pass the House of Rep-
resentatives. We assured him it could,
and it would if he would just bring it to
the floor.

So Speaker Boehner finally agreed,
and he brought it to the floor, and it
passed and it was a huge victory, a
huge day. But by that very afternoon,
he was already talking about scrapping
that and working a deal with the Sen-
ate. In other words, he had no inten-
tion of carrying out the will of the
House as we had just passed it, which
would have been great for lowering the
indebtedness and getting America on a
financially secure path. He was already
scrapping the big victory we had before
it even had a chance to be discussed in
the Senate.
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So I know there is some that miss
those days, but if God grants us the
chance to be in the majority again, we
can’t go back to those days of manipu-
lation. We have got to be straight-
forward with the American people. We
have got to have leaders that will do
that. And we have got to be about the
business of turning this country back
to where freedom is the watchword for
the day, not government oppression,
not government putting businesses out
of business, but letting freedom reign
for real once again.

Madam Speaker, with that, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

————
A SYMBOL OF NATIONAL CHANGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GREEN) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, and still I rise.

I rise to call to the attention of our
Nation a symbol of national shame.
And I rise to give commentary as I
read a letter that I intend to send to
certain colleagues. This is not a letter
that I enjoyed producing, that I en-
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joyed writing, but it is necessary, in
my opinion, to call to the attention of
my colleagues a symbol of national
shame, the Russell Senate Office Build-
ing.

This building is right here on the
campus in Washington, D.C. It is a
building with the name of a person who
should not be honored in such a way. It
reads—and for our purposes today, I
will simply say, ‘‘Dear Colleague.”

It is with love of country above poli-
tics that I send this request to remove
the name of the racist Democrat—com-
mentary: I will be saying some things
about Democrats today because this in-
volves Democrats—remove the name of
the racist Democrat, Richard Russell,
from the Senate office building named
in his honor and revert to using the
building’s original name, the Old Sen-
ate Office Building until the Senate se-
lects another nominee who will be hon-
ored.

The letter goes on to say:

In 1972, the Old Senate Office was re-
named the Russell Senate Office Build-
ing, hence for 49 years, the Old Senate
Office Building has been a symbol of
national shame bearing the name of an
unapologetic white supremacist.

Richard Brevard Russell, Jr., was a
segregationist who worked throughout
his career to disenfranchise and dehu-
manize people of color in our country,
especially Black Americans.

He participated in his first filibuster
of a civil rights bill in 1935. And in 1937,
he was a part of the filibuster against
antilynching legislation. In his 1936 re-
election campaign, Russell committed
himself to preserving and ensuring
white supremacy in the social and eco-
nomic, as well as the political life of
our Nation. He also blocked the pas-
sage of a 1942 bill to eliminate poll
taxes, and stated:

If progressives want to force social equal-
ity and commingling of races in the South, I
can tell you now that you are doomed to fail-
ure.

In 1956, Russell coauthored the
“Southern Manifesto’” with Senator
Strom Thurmond in opposition to inte-
gration of public schools after the Su-
preme Court unanimously ordered it in
Brown v. The Board of Education.

In 1964, during a civil rights move-
ment, he proposed a voluntary reloca-
tion program, a racial relocation pro-
gram to adjust the imbalance of the Af-
rican-American population between
the 11 States of the old Confederacy
and the rest of the Union.

My dear friends, this causes me to re-
flect upon the Trail of Tears. The Trail
of Tears, quite similar but not nearly
the same as what happened. The Trail
of Tears was from 1938 to 1939, when the
Cherokee Nation was forced to give up
its land east of the Mississippi and to
move to an area that we now know as
Oklahoma. Thousands died. Thousands.
Many others suffered; they cried. It
was a trail of tears.

I suppose this was then-Senator Rus-
sell’s contemporary version of what
could have been a Trail of Tears for Af-
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rican Americans. What a shame and
sinful thing to propose that people sim-
ply be relocated because you have the
power to do it, not because it was the
right thing to do, not because it was a
thing that would be done with some de-
gree of honor and dignity. It was done
because he had the power and he had a
racist mentality, Democrat Senator
Richard Russell.

That same year, Russell and 17 fellow
Democrats—all senators—along with
one Republican—let me pause for just a
moment. Some things will bear repeat-
ing. I will repeat that. But I know that
there seems to be this unwritten rule
that you don’t say negative things
about Democrats if you are a Demo-
crat. But there is a higher calling, and
we all have to speak the truth about
injustice and that trumps any of these
rules related to politics. You have to
put country above politics, and the
people within the country should be al-
ways placed in a position such that jus-
tice will prevail.

So I will read again: That same year,
Russell and 17 fellow Democratic sen-
ators, along with one Republican, led
the 60-day filibuster against the Civil
Rights Act of 1964. I don’t care what
party they were in; it was wrong.

When this filibuster failed and Presi-
dent Lyndon B. Johnson signed the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 into law, Rus-
sell, a Democrat, led a southern boy-
cott of the 1964 Democratic National
Convention as an act of rebellion. He
was wrong then and it is wrong now.

Regrettably, dear friends, our Na-
tion’s history is stained with the big-
otry of men like Russell. And although
racism still dwells in our country, we
do not have to honor it, and that is
what we are doing with the Russell
Senate Office Building. We are hon-
oring bigotry and racism. We are hon-
oring, in a sense, the anti-Semitism
and the hate and the bigotry that he
espoused and was proud to do so. He
never repented. He never atoned. And
taxpayer dollars are being used to
maintain this facility, the Russell Sen-
ate Office Building.

Friends, by reverting the name of the
Russell Senate Office Building back to
the Old Senate Office Building, we are
given the opportunity to atone for hon-
oring this bigotry for 49 years, as well
as we are given the opportunity to
honor someone worthy of having a Sen-
ate office building named in their
honor. This would be the appropriate
thing to do.

And by the way, I, in no way, advise
that a certain name should be utilized.
I simply say remove the name of Rus-
sell, and after removing the name of
Russell, let it revert to the name that
it had, the Old Senate Office Building.
And in so doing, the Senate has time to
select a new nominee, another person
to be honored.

No building maintained with tax-
payer dollars should bear the name of
Richard Brevard Russell, Jr.

To this end—and it actually reads
“‘therefore’”—I will introduce a resolu-
tion calling on the Senate to remove
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